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5’ /" When you need piping
? - for water supply or de-

watering, for supplying
high or low pressure air or
exhausting fumes, you will find
that Naylor's lockseam spiralweld

pipe hits the mark every time. Its

iy

‘relative lightweight makes it easy

to handle and install. Its reinforced
structure gives it the extra strength
to outperform other pipe in jobs
like these.

When you need piping for |

dredging or other abrasive service,
Naylor offers spiral buttweld pipe
of special analysis abrasion-
resistant steel. It, too, is “right on
target” for the rugged work in-
volved. '

Naylor's complete line offers
sizes from 4 to 36” in diameter
and thickness from 14 gauge to

1/4”" wall. All types of connections -

are available including the time-
saving Naylor one-piece Wedge-
lock coupling.

Mail coupon tor complete details.
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Turnkey housing

No contract for the low bidder,
cost is only one consideration

A contractor that was the low rcspon.

sible bidder for a low-rent housing proj. |
ect was cenied the contract despite the |

existence of a state statute that stipu-
lates the low bidder shall be awarded
the contract. The New Jersey Supreme
Court held that the statute requiring
compctitive bidding and Lontract
award to the low bidder was not appli-
cable to federally-assisted turnkey pro)-
A local municipal housing authority
that had been created to administer a
turnkey housing project which would
be built with financial assistance from
the Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD), awarded the con-
tract to other than the low bidder. The
low-bidding contractor filed suit claim-
ing the authority’s action was illegal
since it was required by statute to give
the contract to the low bidder.

The housing authority argued that
the state statute was not applicable to

federally assisted turnkey low-rent

housing projects.

The court concluded that while the
cost of construction on a turnkey hous-
ing project is of primary.concern, the
project is equally, if not more con-
cerned with design and overall con-
struction quality of the entire housing
project. The court held that the general
need for competitive bidding was not
applicable to this type of turnkey hous-
ing project.

The court noted that HUD required
its manual be adopted and used by lo-
cal authoritics for this type of fedcrally
assisted project and that the manual
necither requires nor permits competi-
tive bidding of the type specified by the
statute. The. court found that if the

strictures of the state law were imposed
by judicial interpretation, federal turn-

“key _projeet  assistance might not be

available for the state. The court held
the municipality correct in disregarding
the statute,

* Lehigh Construction Co. v. Housing Au-
thority, City of Orange, 56 N, J. 447, 267 A.
2d41(1970).

Recent decisions are sclected and
reviewed by Michael S. Simon,
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